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Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Dear Sir: 



INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS 



In response to the Examiner's Non-Final Office Action dated November 17, 2003 the 
following remarks are respectfully submitted. 



Remarks/Arguments begin on page 2 of this paper. 
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REMARKS 



At the outset, Applicant thanks the Examiner for the thorough review and 
consideration of the subject application. The Non-Final Office Action of November 1 7, 2003 
has been received and its contents carefully reviewed. 

In the Non-Final Office Action dated November 17, 2003, the Examiner rejected 
claims 1 and 14 under 35 ILS.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Mitsui et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,559,617); rejected claims 4 and 16 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mitsui et al. in view of Arakawa (U.S. Patent No. 5,189,538); and rejected claims 20 and 21 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mitsui et al. in view of Sugiyama et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,757,455). The aforementioned rejections are traversed and 
reconsideration of the claims is respectfully requested in view of the following remarks. 

The rejection of claims 1 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
' Mitsui et al. is respectfully traversed and reconsideration is requested. 

Claim 1 is allowable over Mitsui et al. in that claim 1 recites a combination of 
elements including, for example, "two uniaxial optical compensation films... over the second 
substrate." Mitsui et al. fails to teach, either expressly or inherently, at least this feature of 
the claimed invention. 

Claim 14 is allowable over Mitsui et al. in that claim 14 recites a combination of 
elements including, for example, "providing two uniaxial optical compensation films.. . over 
the second substrate." Mitsui et al. fails to teach, either expressly or inherently, at least this 
feature of the claimed invention. 

More specifically, while the Examiner cites Mitsui et al. as allegedly teaching "two 
uniaxial optical compensation films (13, 14) (col. 6, lines 1 1-13)... over the second substrate 
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(3)," Applicant respectfully submits Mitsui et al. is silent with regard to whether the 
"compensation films (13, 14)" are uniaxial optical compensation films. For example, at 
column 6, lines 11-13, Mitsui et aL states "first and second optical compensation members 13 
and 14 are formed on the surface of the glass substrate 3," at column 10, lines 58-63, Mitsui 
et al. states "the retardation of the first optical phase compensation member 1 3 due to the 
oblique evaporation was set to 130 nm. Furthermore, a stretched film made of polycarbonate 
was used as the second optical phase compensation member 14, and the retardation of the 
stretched film was set to 130 nm," and at column 12, lines 14-23, Mitsui et al. states "A 
stretched film made of polycarbonate was used as the first optical phase compensation 
member 13 of the reflective liquid crystal display device. . . and patterned by a dry etching 
technique. . .. Then, a stretched film made of polycarbonate and functioning as the second 
optical phase compensation member 14 was disposed on the member 13." Similar to the 
'passages cited above by the Examiner, Applicant respectfully submits that the entire 
disclosure of Mitsui et al. lacks any express or inherent teaching that the first and second 
optical phase compensation members 13 and 14 of Mitsui et al. are uniaxially stretched, as 
asserted by the Examiner. 

Moreover, assuming arguendo that Mitsui et al. teaches "two uniaxial optical 
compensation films," as alleged by the Examiner, Applicant respectfully submits Mitsui et al. 
is silent as to any teaching wherein the two optical compensation films are of a same type, as 
required by claims 1 and 14. For example, at Figure 1 and column 7, lines 15-25, Mitsui et 
al teaches wherein a first optical compensation film 13 is stripe-shaped and wherein a second 
optical phase compensation member 14 is plate-shaped. Therefore, Applicant respectfully 
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submits that Mitsui et al. lacks any inherent or explicit teaching that the optical compensation 
films are of the same type, as asserted by the Examiner. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that a prima facie case of anticipation 
has not been established and requests the Examiner to withdraw the present rejection of 
claims 1 and 14 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

The rejection of claims 4 and 16 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mitsui et al. in view of Arakawa is respectfully traversed and reconsideration is requested. 

Claims 4 and 16 include all of the limitations of claims 1 and 14, as discussed above, 
and Mitsui et al. fails to teach or suggest at least the features of independent claims 1 and 14 
as recited above. Similarly, Arakawa fails to cure the deficiencies of Mitsui et al. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner has not established a prima 
facie case of obviousness regarding claims 4 and 16 in view of claims 1 and 14, as above. 

The rejection of claims 20, and 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mitsui et al. in view of Sugiyama et al. is respectfully traversed and reconsideration is 
requested. 

Claims 20 and 21 include all of the limitations of claim 14, as discussed above, and 
Mitsui et al. fails to teach or suggest at least the features of independent claim 14 as recited 
above. Similarly, Sugiyama et al. fails to cure the deficiencies of Mitsui et al. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully submits that the Examiner has not established a prima facie case of 
obviousness regarding claims 20 and 21 in view of claim 14, as above. 

If the Examiner deems that a telephone conversation would further the prosecution of 
this application, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned at (202) 496-7500. 




If these papers are not considered timely filed by the Patent and Trademark Office, 
then a petition is hereby made under 37 C.F.R. §1.136, and any additional fees required under 
37 C.F.R. §1.136 for any necessary extension of time, or any other fees required to complete 
the filing of this response, may be charged to Deposit Account No. 50-091 1 . Please credit 
any overpayment to deposit Account No. 50-091 1. A duplicate copy of this sheet is enclosed. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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